United States Patent and Trademark Office 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
I nilid Stall-, Patent and Trademark Office 

Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 



APPLICATION NO. 



10/537.307 



FILING DATE 



ii 1/10/2000 



FIRST NAMED INVENTOR 



ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. CONFIRMATION NO. 



34704 7590 05/31/2011 

BACHMAN & LAPOINTE, P.C. 
900 CHAPEL STREET 
SUITE 1201 

NEW HAVEN, CT 06510 



SILVER, DAVID 



PAPER NUMBER 



DELIVERY MODE 



Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding. 

The time period for reply, if any, is set in the attached communication. 



PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07) 



Office Action Summary 



Application No. 

10/537,367 
Examiner 

DAVID SILVER 



Applicant(s) 

MEHREZ ET AL. 
Art Unit 

2128 



- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 
Response: Drawings 

1. Examiner Response: 

1.1 Deletion of Fig. 3 and 4 moots the previous objection. Accordingly, the objection is withdrawn . 
Response: Claim Objection 

2. Applicants argue: 

2.1 "Further in said office action, the Examiner objected to claims 15 and 16. The objection to claim 15 is 
moot in view of the cancellation of the claim. Appropriate correction has been made to claim 16." 
(Remarks: page 8) 

3. Examiner Response: 

3.1 The cancellation of claim 15 and the amendment of claim 16 has obviated the claim deficiencies. 
Accordingly, the objections have been withdrawn . 

Response: 35 U.S.C. § 112 

4. Applicants argue: 

4.1 "Claims 9 13, 15, and 16 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph. This rejection is 
believed to be moot in view of the amendments to claim 9." (Remarks: page 8) 

5. Examiner Response: 

5.1 The 35 U.S.C. § 112 rejections have been withdrawn in view of the amendments. 

Response: 35 U.S.C. §102/ 103 

6. Applicants argue: 

6.1 "As previously noted in Applicants' prior response, Karafillis does not teach that the step of forming 
the specific collection further comprises displaying a graphical interface and recording information 
captured from the graphical interface and the step of displaying a graphical interface comprises 
personalizing a prerecorded interface taking into account information from steps (a) and (b)." 
(Remarks: page 9 bottom to page 10) 
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6.2 "With regard to the Examiner's comments in paragraph 10.1, the Examiner has made an insufficient 
showing to establish inherency. Inherency requires more than mere possibilities and mere 
probabilities. Inherency requires that the Examiner produce extrinsic evidence which shows that the 
missing written material is necessarily present in Karafillis and would so be recognized by one of 
ordinary skill in the art. Claim 9 as" (Remarks: page 10) 

7. Examiner Response: 

7.1 Regarding subsection 2 supra, there is absolutely nothing probabilistic about the inherency 
statements made in the Previous Office Action regarding inherency. Similarly, there is nothing merely 
possible, but is, in fact, certain and inherent. Specifically, any display of a user interface (which is 
disclosed by the reference in (col: 7 line: 23-34)) is inherently personalized. This is because the file 
that is being loaded is specific to the task at hand , which is specific to the person using the 
device/method. The file being loaded causes the display of the file's data, which in indeed displaying 
a graphical interface. Applicants have not set-forth a specific method of personalization. Accordingly, 
it is being interpreted as broadly and reasonable as possible, which in this instance is anything that 
modifies the interface according to, by, or for, the user. Any changes in the interface (which also 
include the work-product itself) are considered to be personalization, (col: 7 line: 49-56), and are 
then saved and later displayed, as taughted in (col: 7 line: 28-34). 

7.2 Again, it is noted that the actual steps of the "personalization" are not expressly defined in the 
Specification, nor recited in the claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC§ 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under 
this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed in the 
United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for patent by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application 
filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed 
in the United States only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 
21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

8. Claims 9-13 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Karafillis (US 
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6,353,768). 

Karafillis discloses: 9. A method for the numerical simulation of a pressing process comprising the steps 
of: 

(a) recording at least one meta-model formed by a supervisor consisting of a permanent 
collection of numerical representations of elementary constituents of pressing tools, each of the 
elementary constituents being defined in the form of finite elements, and comprising numerical static 
attributes (col: 5 line: 55-60), 

(b) creating a macro command by a user comprising (col: 2 line: 25-28; col: 2 line: 9-20): 
recording a numerical model of deformation of a blank used in the process to be simulated (col: 4 line: 
8-13; col: 7 line: 23-30), selecting a subset of the permanent collection, for temporary recording of 
elementary constituents representing a particular pressing tool corresponding to a simulation in question, 
the subset constituting a specific collection in the form of digitized finite elements (col: 5 line: 55-60), 
parameterizing the digitized finite elements of the specific collection, as well as the corresponding 
attributes according to characteristics of the process to be simulated (col: 2 line: 15-22), 

(c) compiling the macro command in supervisor mode comprising (col: 2 line: 25-28; col: 2 
line: 9-20): recording numerical information representing relative movements of components of the 
specific collection, according to operating cycles of the pressing process to be simulated (col: 3 line: 33- 
36), recalculating numerical models of deformation of the blank according to numerical information 
recorded in the parameterized specific collection, the numerical model of the blank, and specific 
movements (col: 3 line: 33-42), and generating a numerical or visual representation of the 
deformations of the blank by the application of the recalculated numerical model (col: 7 line: 23-30), 

wherein the step of forming the specific collection further comprises displaying a graphical 
interface and recording information captured from the graphical interface and the step of displaying a 
graphical interface comprises personalizing a prerecorded interface taking into account information from 
steps (a) and (b) (Fig 2 item 216/218; col: 3 line: 24-26; col: 7 line: 23-34). 
Karafillis discloses: 10. A simulation method according to claim 9, wherein the selecting step comprises 
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modifying the state of the elementary constituents that are not pertinent with regard to the selected 
constituents (col: 3 line: 33-42). 

Karafillis discloses: 11. A simulation method according to claim 9, further comprising a step of loading, 
from an external information medium, at least part of the collection parameterizing information (col: 2 
line: 15-22). 

Karafillis discloses: 12. A simulation method according to claim 9, further comprising a step of loading, 

from an external information medium, the model of the blank (col: 2 line: 15-22). 

Karafillis discloses: 13. A simulation method according to claim 9, further comprising a step of loading, 

from an external information medium, the numerical representation of the subset (col: 2 line: 15-22). 

Karafillis discloses: 15. A simulation method according to claim 9, wherein said personalization at least 

partly takes account of the information coming from the prior steps of the method (Fig 2 item 216 and 

description). 

Karafillis discloses: 16. A simulation method according to claim 9, further comprising defining several 
levels of use, with one of the levels of use, supervision, requiring a common generic parameterizing 
defining the pressing method concerned and the, basic, levels of use, basic, requiring no more than 
partial parameterizing, complementary and specific, benefiting from the previously performed 
parameterizing of the supervision level (col: 2 line: 15-22; the different levels being the others 
that can, but do not modify the parameters, and the users that do modify the parameters). 
Conclusion 

All claims are rejected. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should 
be directed to David Silver whose telephone number is (571) 272-8634. The examiner can normally be 
reached on Monday thru Friday, 10am to 6:30pm. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Kamini Shah can be reached on 571-272-2279. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
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Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained from 
either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 
866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



/ David Silver / 



David Silver, Primary Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2128 



